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| himself a sacrifice, to satisfy divine justice, and recon- 
, cile us to God.’’* 

NSWER ro THE QUESTION on THE APPLICATION | From the above statement it will be clearly seen, 
that in the view of this principle, which has been con- 
sidered as the fundamental doctrine of Christianity, 
\the chief object of the death and sufferings of Christ 
‘was ‘to satisfy divine justice ;” or in other words, to 
‘appease omnipotent wrath! or placate the implaca- 
ble Deity! !t 

Havivg united in this general principle, christians 
have here split, and taken different roads, according 
‘to their different views of the character of God, or 
their different modes of reasoning from the scriptures 
on this subject, have been at perpetual variance. 

Some have contended that the sufferings and death 
of Christ, or the atonement, which has béen consider- 
ed the same thing, was designed only to answer the 
requirements of the divine law, and Open a door 
whereby God could be just, and ye! the juétifier of him 
that believeth, or in other words, be just in the salva- 
tion of sinners; whereas, had it not been for the death 
of Christ, his justice would have sentenced all to end- 
less misery' But yet such ones contend, that the sa- 
crifice was not designed for one any more than another, 
nor for a part any more than for the’ whole, for it re- 
quired an infinite sacrifice “to satisfy divine justice,” 


From the Gospel Visitant. 


A 


’ er CHRIST’s SUFFERINGS. 


Question.—As the Scriptures declare that Christ suf- 
fered the just forthe unjust—and by his stripes we 
are healed—in what manner is an application made 
to our salvation, of his sufferings, so as to produce 

. such an effect? 


That all mankind are sinners, and that “‘there is 
none other name under heaven given among men 
whereby we must be saved,” but “by the name of 
Jesus Christ of Nazareth,” who was c:ucified,& **whom 
God raised from the dead,’ (Acts iv. 10, 12.) will not 
be called in question in this discussion; as those facts 
are not disputed by any who believe in divine reyela- 
tion: neither shall we call in question the propriety or 
necessity of the death and sufferings of Christ ; for be- 
ing nof “slow of heart to be'ieve all that the prophets 
have spoken,”? we cannot say that Christ ought not 
“to have suffered these things, and to enter into his 
glory!” -(Luke xxiv. 25, 26.) But the only question 
now to be considered is, In what manner is an applica- 
tion made to our salvation, of his sufferings, so as to 
produce such an effect? Or in other words, How does } : 
our salvation stand eonnected with the sufferings of | '” order to save but one sinner, and it required no 
Christ? Or, What bearing or relation bas his death | ™°re te fave the whole. “He, that is Christ, render- 
and sufferings with our salvation, so that it.may be | ed to the authority of the holy law, those honors which 
Deity, only in union with human nature, could ren- 
ed?” a: der.-{ Those of this sentiment further argue, that, 
The question heing thus fully and fairly stated, an | having obtained all that the law required, that is, *‘di- 
answer will now be attempted in a plain, short and | Vine justice being fally satisfied” by the death of 
concise, though as explicit a mauner as our limits wii] | Christ, God will eave those, and those only, whom it 
admit. was his eternal purpose to save; and it is his eternal 
, Perhaps it may not be improper just to premise, that PUrpose to save the elect—while he does the non-elect 
while the writer of this article makes no pretensions to 0 tjustice ; for both elect and non-elect deserve eter- 
infallibility, it is but just to remark, that all the light 98! punishment '} 
he has-been able to obtain by any thing that he haz; Others have supposed, “That Jesus Christ, by his 
read on this subject, has only convinced him that the ;|@eath and euffering, made an atonement for the sins 
christian world, geuerally speaking, are very much in| of the elect only, and has absolutely purchased grace, 
the dark respecting it. And though he is very far from | holiness, and all spiritual blessings for his people ;” 





with.propriety said, that ‘‘with bis stripes we are heal- | 


covenant—that those, however, who are united to 
Christ by faith, may fall from their faith, and forfeit 
finally their state of grace.’’* 

Others have supposed, that Christ.by his death and 
sufferings ‘*made complete satisfaction for the sins of 
the elect—that by God's laying our iniquilies upon 
Christ, he became as completely sinful as we, and we. 
as completely righteous as Christ—that the new cove- 
nant is not made properly with us, but with Christ for 
us; and this covenant is all of promise, having no con- 
ditions for us to perform; for faith, repentance, and 
obedience are not conditions on our part, but Christ’s ; 
and he repented, believed and obeyed for us—and to 
inflict punishment once opon the surety, and agaiu 
upon the believer, is contrary to the justice of God, as 
well as derogatory to the satisfaction of Christ.’’t 

Not materially differing from the last mentioned 
sect, only in the extent of the satisfaction, are those 
who have been represented, and perhaps justly, as 
holding, ‘*That Christ as Mediator, was so united to 
mankind,that his actions were theirs, his obedience and 
sufferings theirs; and consequently, he has as fully 
restored the whole human race to the divine favor, as 
if all had obeyed and suffered in their own persons.”* 
For “Christ obeyed the law and underwent the penal- 
ty,”? and “his condition and state are ours.’’t 

But notwithstanding the difference in the several 
systems of faith above mentioned, not only respecting 
the death and sufferings of Christ, bat in many other 
respects, yet they alise@m to Have agreed in this on’ 
particular, that is, that the death and sufferings of 
Christ were inflicted as the penalty, or svtbstiluted as 
the penalty of the divine law ; and therefore his death 
was necessary to restore mankind to the dirine faror, 
or ‘satisfy, divine justice ;"” which presupposes a time 
when man was not ip the favor of God, or when divine 
justice was dissatisfied ! : 

The objection against this idea lay sin the immutabili- 
ty of God, See Mal. 6, “For lam the Lord, I 
change not; therefore ye sons of Jacob are not con- 
sumed.” If God be unchangeable, the idea that he 
has become any more propitious, any more merciful, 





supposing that he shall be able to give a full and sat- | that is, for the elect ; “that he did not die for all, and | 
isfactory answer to the question proposed, yet as what | ®!! for whom he died will certainly be saved.””|| | 
he has thought proper to suggest taay lead to further); Others have supposed, “That Jesus Christ by his. 
inquiry, he humbly solicits the serious aud candid at- | death and sufferings, made an atonement for the sins | 
tention of the reader to the following remarks. For aj°f a!l mankind in general, and of every individual in| 
subject of so much importance certainly merits our at- | Particular; that, however, none but those who be- | 
tention, and even if there have been heretofore no mis- | !'¢ve in him can be a partaker of their divine benefit. 

take respecting it, an investigation may not be impro- That is, the death of Christ put all men in a capacity | 
per, for it will only serve to confirm us more fully in 
the truth. 

It is an idea among Christians that has gained al- 
most universal consent, that ‘*Sin, with respect to its 
object, is an infinite evil.’ ‘Sin, therefore, DESERVES 
This 
idea has led many people to seppose that Deity is so 
incensed against his creature man by reason of sin, 
that *‘all manksnd are under his wrath and curse, and 
made liable to the pains of hell forever.”? **God,” 
however, “having out of his mere good pleasure from 
a!l eternity elected some to everlasting life,’ appear- 
ed in the second person of the Godhead, ‘who being 
the eternal Son of God became man,” and s0 contin- 
uing “to be God and man in two distinct natures,” he 
executed the “‘office of a Priest iu his once offering up 


ance, and sincere obedience to the laws of the new | 
| 


* Westminster Assembly’s Shorter Catechism. 


t It is not suggested, however, that the writers of this | 
statement represent the Deity as being implacable, in 
so many words, but on the other hand “infinitely pla- 
cable:” but it is left to the candid reader to judge, if 
there be some sinners concerning whom the justice of : 
God will never be satisfied, whether he is not implaca- 
ble; and if justice be satisfied, it cau require no more. 


} Smith’s Letters, p. 33. 


§ What is said about penitence and impenitence, 
makes no difference in this argument, as it is the good- 
ness of God that leads mento repentance; and the 
sentiment alluded to above, warmly advocates “the 
doctrine of particular election, and the doctrive of the 
-pecial influences of the spirit of God in regeneration.” 
idams’ View of Religions—See Hopkinsians, p. 134. 


if Ibid—see Calvinists, ‘pp. 86, 87. 


an infinite, that is an everlasting punishment.’’* 











* Smith’s Letters to Belsham, p. 30. 


of being justified, upon condition of their faith, repent- 


| Viil. 


possessing apy more love gr clemency towards man, in 
consequence of the death and sufferings of Christ, (or 
from any other cause) or that mankind, or any part of 
them, are any more in the favor of God now, or ever 
will be, than what they eternally have been, ever 
since they were created in his own image, is wholly 
unfounded. How would it have been possible for 
God te have commended his love toward us by the 
death of Christ, ifhis death were necessary to produce 
or procure the love of God to sinners? And if God 
loved sinners to that degree that he did not withhold 
his own Son, “but delivered hia up for usall,” (Rom. 

32.) it may be asked with propriety, bow much 
bettef will God love those sinners after they shall have 
become sainis 2? And if God have no love to sinners 
until after they are regenerated and born again, and if 
regeneration be produced by the “special influences of 
the spirit of God, and if there be some that never will 
be thus regenerated, how was the death of Chris! a 
‘‘commendation” of the love of God to them? *llere- 
in is love, not that we loved God, but that he loved us, 
and sent his Son to be the propitiation for our sins.” 
I Johniv 10. If we cannot conceive of any greater 


* ibid—see Armiuians, pp. 44, 45, 46. 
t Ibid—see Antinomians, p. 46, 


“ t tbid—see Universulists. js 293, 
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love than that which was manifested in the gift of the 
Son of God, then certainly his death was not necessa- 
ry to ‘*purchase grace, holiness, and all spiritual bless- 
ings for his people,” or in other words, to restore man™ 
to the divine favor, because man was already in the 
grace or favor of God, (which is the same thing) and 
the gift of God in his Son Jesus Christ, is in evidence 
of favor. And as we have no scripture evidence that 
divine justice, was ever dissatisfied, nor can we con- 
ceive how justice could be satisfied by the sufferings 
of innecence, as a penaliy which was due only te the 
guilty, and as the holy scriptures do not impute sin to 
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spects for his enemies / And if there had been a trai- 
tor, like Arnold, or if there had been a Judas in his 
own family, it is possible he might have been massa- 
cred or suffered an ignominious death, as the leader 
of rebellion! But even had this also been the case, 
| it might have been truly said that he suffered and died 
j for us; or if he had been slain in the field of battle, 
‘his name would have been enrolled with Warren, 
| Montgomery, and other American heroes who bled for 
us. All this, so far as il goes, is directly in point. 

Once more.—The following similitude coming near- 





Christ, or any where consider him in the character of/.er to the case under consideration, will throw further 


a sinner, 80 we cannot see how the sufferings of Christ 
could “satisfy divine justice.” 

But perhaps the reader begins to grow impatient for 
a positive answer tothe question. ‘Then observe, The 
gift of God in Christ Jesus, and the persevering works 
of his ministry, even to the laying down of his life, 
were necessary to COMMEND THE LOVE oFf Gop To 
SINNERS; and the sufferings and death of Christ were 
consequent upon his being sent ‘in the likeness of sin- 
ful flesh,” (Rom. viii. 3,) and his coming into a sinful 
world. ‘*Greater love hath so man than this, that a 
man lay down his life for his friends: John xv. 13. 
“Bat God commendeth bis love towards us, in that 
while we were yet sinners, Christ died for us.” ‘For 


when we were yet without strength, in due time} 


Christ died for the ungodly ” Rom. v. 8, 6. 

Having given this answer, it will now be incumbent 
on us to shew how it may be said that Christ suffered 
the just for the unjust, or died for us, the ungodly, 
unless he suffered a penal/y justly due to us for our 
transgressions. And, to be sure, if there be no way in 
which one person may be said to suffer for another, 


unless be suffer in the character of a criminal, or as a | 


surety, or in some sense or other suffer a punishment 
which is justly due to the person for whom he suffers, 
we may meet with some difficulty in explaining this 
subject; but if it may be said of a man with propriety, 
that he suffers for another, or fer others, although he 
does not suffer in the character or in the sense above 
mentioned, then we shal] meet with no difficulty in 
Reconciling all the scripture testimony upon this subject 
with the answer above given; that is, that all the snf- 
ferings, and even the death of Christ, in the light of 
suffering, was consequent upon his coming into a sinful 
world; and it pleased the Father to send him into the 
world to commend or manifest his love to the human 
race.”? ‘For God so loved the world, that he sent his 
only begotten Son, &c.” Jobn iii. 16. 

It will require but little attention to discover that 
one man may with propriety Ve said to suffer for others, 
although to gain some glorions object, he voluntarily 
put himself into the place of suffering. This 1s al- 
ways the case when ope man freely offers himself, or 
engages in a service, in the behalf of others, that occa- 
sions him painful labors, or brings on himself the envy & 
reproach of an ungrateful public. As, foran example: 
Did not the Intustriovs WaAsuincTon, the polstical 
saviour of his country, voluntarily suffer, and expose 
himself to every hazard and danger for America’? And 
will any body pretend that he suffered as a ereminal, 
or that he suffered a penally justly due to others? No! 
Although he was “numbered with the transgressors,” 
or with the rebellious, by those who were inimical to 
the independence, or political salvation, which he 
achieved, yet his name wil! ever be dear to every true 
American. Yes, and it may be said, in a certain sense, 
‘the suffered the just for the unjust ;” for he suffered 
as much for those of his countrymen who at heart were 
inimical] to him, and secretly strove to thwart all his 
plans, being Citizens of the United States, as he did 
foe those who were workers together with bim in the, 
vtorious cause ; and the Independence of the United 
States ws finally gained as much for those who were 
inimical to American liberty, being citizens, as it was 
fér himself, 


All this suffering was for us, the sons of | 


light upon the subject. 

A father has a numerous family of children, all of 
whom except their elder brother, have revolted from 
him, and have eaten of forbidden and poisonous fruit, 
which has so deranged the state of their minds that 
,they haye Jost the true knowledge of their father, 
have formed very erroneous ideas of his character, 
have become alienated from his happy lile through ig- 
norance, not knowing their father’s love and affection 
towards them, and are seeking happiness in the indul- 
gence of their carral appetites and passions. The 
father remains the same, and possesses every parental 
tie and feeling towards his children, notwithstanding 
their false notions respecting their father’s character. 
He foresaw all the consequences of their disobedience, 
,even before they revolted from him, and as they were 
not irreparable, he, for wise purposes, suffered them to 
jtevolt; knowing that he had a sure antidote within 
| himself for this poisonous food, and by delivering them 
\from their lapsed state, he should be able to make 
‘such displays of his love and goodness towards his 
children as would ever after establish them in a just 
and permanent faith respecting his character, so that 
they never would again revolt from his precepts and 
government, All this he makes known to his only be- 
gotten son, (who had not gone astray) and after ex- 
plaining to him the dangers and the hardships of the 
undertaking, constituted him his sole agent to commu- 
nicate the bread of life to his lapsed brethren; the 
bread of life being the only antidote to the knowledge 
of good and evil, the poisovous fruit of which, through 
disobedience, they had eaten. The jirst-born volun- 
tarily undertakes the arduous work of doing bis tath- 
er’s will. He went, and after passing through many 
sorrows, enduring many scenes of suffering, which 
were the fruits of depraved minds, he caine off victo- 
rious, and brought home his wandering brethren, as 
trophies of bis victory, to his father’s house. 

In all this it is very easy to discover the nature of 
the sufferings of the first-born, or what would be a pro- 
per application to be made of them in this case. Did 
he receive stripes? they were in consequence of the 
ignorance, prejudice, malice and envy of his guilty 
brethren. And although they were healed direcily by 
the bread of life, yet they were healed, :ndirecily by, 
or through those sfripes. 

Is not the American Independence often spoken of 
as costing much blood?—as being achieved by the 
blood of our fathers and brethren ; meaning the blood 
of the slain and wounded in the field of battle? But 
who ever supposed that the blood of our bravest men, 
when spilt, had any more efficacy than water spilt ou 
the ground? None! Nor did even the unparalleled 
sufferings of the American army, although they were 
almost beyond description, have any more effect, imao 
abstract point of view, towards gaining our indepen 
dence; for every one knows that every officer and sol- 
dier that fell, instead of strengthening, weakened the 
American forces; snd so with the other suiferings.— 
Yet those sufferings were immediately connected with 
that power, which, under God, performed the glorious 
deed, 

So in the other similitude: It was the bread of life, 
which was communicated through the agency of the 
first-born, and uot his sufferings, that effected the de- 








freedom and liberty, for bis country, and in “many re- 





liverance of his brethren. _ I'he bread of life restored 
them from all the evil effects of the poisonous fruit.— 
His sufferings, abstractly considered, did them no 
good ; neither ought we to view them as a penal/y in- 
flicted by the father in consequence of the disobed- 
ience of his other children ; but his sufferings all came 
from a different source ; that is, from the envy and in- 
gratitude of his guilty brethren. Yet his. sufferings 
were immediately connected with, and held a con- 
spicuous place in the arduous work. 

By recurring to the scriptures, it will be clearly seen 
that the above similitudes are directly to the point in 
question. 

(Te be concluded in our next.) 





FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 
FIDES CARBONARIA. 


Implicit faith has been sometimes ludicrously styTed 
fides carbonaria, the collier’s faith, from the noted sto- 
ry of one who examined an ignorant Collier on his re- 
ligious principles, & asked him_what it was that he be- 
lieved. He answered, ‘I believe what the church 
believes.””> ‘The other rejoined, *‘What then does the 
church believe?» He replied readily, “*The church 
believes what I believe.’ The other desirous, if pos- 
sible, to bring him to particulars, once more resumes 
his inquiry ; *“*Tell me then, | pray you, what it is the 
church and you both believe 2”? The only answer the 
Collier could give, was, ‘*Why truly, Sir, the Church 
and | both—believe the same thing.” 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 
CALVINISTIC HELL. 


Alleine’s “Alarm to the Unconverted Sinners” was 
once the most popular book of the Calvinists: it is a 
book from which a serious mind may still learn much; 
the preacher may draw from it recourses of oratory 5 
though it can only be recommended to sueh as know 
how to purge the alloy from the pure ore. 

The following is not one of Allien’s best passages, 
but it shews with what implements the popular 
preachers bave worked upon the public mind. “Hear, 
O man, thy predecessors in impenitence preach from 
the infernal gibbets, from the flames, from the rack, 
that thou shouldst repent. O look down into the bot- 
tomless pit. Seest thou how the smoke of their tor- 
ments ascendeth for ever and ever! How-dilack are 
those fieods! How furious are their tormentors! ’Vis 
their only music to bear how their miserable patients 
roar, to hear their bones crack. Tis their meat aod 
drink to see how their flesh frieth, and their fat drop- 
peth, to drench them with burving metal and to rip 





open their bodies, and pour in the fierce and fiery 
brass into their bowels, and the recesses and ventri- 


cles of their hearts.” pp. 188—9. Ed. 1672. 





FOR THE UNIV ERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


Messrs. Editors,—1 acknowledge with gratitude, the 
privilege you granted me, in allowing me to address 
Mr. Balfour, and if it be consistent, | would ask the 
further indulgence of addressing him with a few words 
more. 


TO MR. BALFOUR. 


Sir,—That | may be as good as_my word, I wish to 
inform you, that | am entirely satisfied with your il« 
lustration and application of the passage in the Sth of 
John, to which I called your attention. Aid I feel it 
to be my ‘duty likewise, to tender you my thanks for 
the patience, perseverance aud learning which you 
have bestowed on a subject, that has given me no lit- 
tle perplexity; but which now appears in harmony, 
not only with the particular discourse in which the 
text is found, but also with ail other discourses, on 
the same subject, which are recorded in the New 








Testament. . 








UNIVERSALIST. 








Emre ey sore a me 





— eee onan 
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The manner in which you have answered my clos: | bt 
ing question, on that subject, in my mind, admits of 
It is perfectly clear to me, as you sug 
west, that the reason why certain passages appear to, 
us to favor certalp ideas, is, that we have established | 
wro meanings to scripture wotde and passages, 

With, pleasure, Sir, | shall wait the opportanity of 
such further im(ormation respecting the passage ia Co- 
rinthians aod Others, as you have promised: Awd re- 
main, dear Sir, yours most gratefully. 

DiscipLe OF Trorn. 


10 oF yeckn ns, 


— 





FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


LETTER TO THE EDITORS, 


Gentlemen,—The second passage a ‘‘Disciple of; 
Truth” fequests my views of, is 2 Cor. v. 10. Before | 
I proeeed to it, the following passage, containing simi- 
lar sentiment’ and language,‘deserves attention. 

Rom. xiv. 10; “But why dost thou judge thy broth- 

er? or why dost thon set at nought thy brother? For 
we shall all stand before thé judgment seat of Christ.” | 

It is very evident from the preceding verses, that | 
the.apostle is not speaking of all the world, nor of all ; 

fhe wicked, but of himself and of other christians.— 

They are the same persons, of whom he says verse 8, | 
“whether we live therefore or die we are the Lords.” ' | 
Nor does the apostle intimate, that the jadgment séat | 
of Christ, befefe which the persons are to stand, is to' 
be at the end of this world, as is generally believed. 

Besides, neither the passage nor context, affords evi- 
dence, that the judgment referred to, shall issue in the 
endless misery of any being in the universe of God. — 
These, and other things, to be .ure are inferred from 
this and similar passages, but when examined, these 
paesages afford no solid ground for such inferences. If: 
we do not greatly mistake, there are some things stat 
ed in the context of this very passage, which forbid , 


such ‘an interpretation of it. Some of these I shal] pro- 
ceed to notice. 


Let it be then observed, that it is said verse 9, ‘‘For 
to this end Christ both died, and rose, and revived 
that he might be Lord both of the dead and living ?” 
Jé will not be disputed, that the universal lordship of 
Christ, is here stated. I would then ask, is this uni- 
versal lordship giveu him, for the purpose of punishing 
with endless misery a part, and according to many, a 
large portion of God’s creatures? Isit any great hon- 
or to him to be Lord over such? And was this part of 
the end, for which he both died, and rose, and revived, 
that he might be Lord over such eternal rebels against | 
the government of God? We should think not, for it 
is said verse 11, “for it is written, as J live saith the] 
Lord, every knee shall bow to me, and every tongue 
shall confess to God.” On this 11th verse, taken in 
connexion with the 10th, let it be noticed, Ist. That 
the 11th verse is a quotation from Isa. xlv. 23, where 
it is stated as the oath of Jehovah, that all the ends of 
the earth, invited to look to him for salvation verse 22, 
should submit to him. That thissubmission was to be 
universal, and a willing submission, is pretty evident 
from verse 24. It would be still clearer, if the words 
supplied, had been, as I think they ought to be sup 
plied thus from the preceding verse. ‘Surely shall 
every one say in the Lord have I righteousness and 
strength! fo bim shall erery one come: and all that 
ate incensed against him sball be ashamed.” Should 
the suppliments be made from verse 22, it will make 
no material alteration, from that just given from verse 
23. Itis very évident, that the present suppliments, 
have no authority from either text or context. The 
apostle’s quotation from Isaiah then, gives no counte- 
parice to such a day of judgment and its issue, as is in- 
ferred from the passage under consideration. 

2d. Let us notice, for what purpose the apostle 
quotes the words in verse 11, from Isaiah. It is very 
obvious from verse 10, that he is censuring christians 
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eternal misery, because they did not exactly believe 


jadzing those who did not, see verse 3. 
to thave been mutual, and the apostle condemns it in 
: Both. 


MAGAZINE... 


biother 2 ? or why dost thon | sat tat ought thy eae 
This they did about eating meats, and observing cer- 
tain days, as is plain from verses 1—7. Imay just ob- 
serve in passing, that this judging of one another, had 
no reference i some of them condemning others to 


ae they did, as is too often done in our day. No, if 
was on the part of those who did eat, a despising or 
This appears 





As a reason why they should not thus judge 
each other, he says,—‘*for we must all stand before | 
the judgment seat of Christ.” The apostle immedi- | 
ately quotes Isaiah in proof, “for it is written, as I live, | 
saith the Lord. every knee shall bow to me, and every 
tongue shall confess to God.” But as Isaiah was not, 


less misery to the wicked, how could the apostle | 
quote the words from him in proof? It makes the | 
apostle quote what was no proof, but rather what Isa 
iah had ‘spoken as the oath of God, that all the ends, 
|of the earth should look to him and be saved. The. 
' quotation, is not only irrelevant to prove what people | 
suppose was the apostle’s subject, but it proves the. 
jreverse. Besides, as thore persons who judged one’ 


persons ib a-punishment at a day of judgment at the | 
end of'time, why make the apostle introduce such a} 


such conduct? Had they been dooming each other to, 
encless misery, for eating or not eating certain kinds 
of meat, it would have been in point for the apostle to 
have ‘said to them, “But why dost thou judge thy 
brother? or why dost thou set at nought thy brother? 
for we shall all ‘stand before the judgment seat of| 
Christ.” Or, in other words, Christ knows best whom | 
to doom to: endless misery, therefore leave this work to 
‘him. But does any man suppose, that those persons 
thus dealt damnation round the land at one another, 
for their difference of judgment about meats and days? 
We presume not. ‘Those who did eat, are supposed to 
be -weak in the faith, verses 1,2. They did not per- 
ceive, that all such distinctions between meats, had 
been virtually abolished in Christ’s death. Notwith 
standing this the strong who perceived this, and did 


world. 





not eat, were to bear the infirmities of the weak. See ; 
chapt. xv. 1—4, and compare verses 1, 2,3. Both | 
were servants of Christ, and what they did, was done | 


Wit 
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ferent period than “the end of the. world, and is ofa 
different nature, frou that’ which is alleged then to. 
take place. 1 begin then with the first of these, and, 
shall stil! recur to the context. What time then did’ 
"the aposile refer to when he said, **for we shall all stand 
before the judgment seat of Christ?” It will be al- 
lowed to be the same period, to which he refers verse 
‘2, where he says, **so then every one of us shall give 
account of himself to God.” Well, when was this? 
at the end of this world? No. For Peter Ist epistle, 
chapt. iv. 5, speaking of Christ says, *twho shall give 
account to hit that is ready to judge the quick aud the 
dead.”? ('bhrist, in Peter’s day, was ready to judge, or 
was just about to judge the quick and the dead. But, 


was the end of the world, and the general judgment 


in Peter’s day? Noone believes so. Well, here is a 


‘speaking of a day of judgment in eternity, or of end- | judgment, which Christ was ready to execute, and on 


the quick and dead too, which will be allowed, did 
not refer to a general judgment at the end of this 
The persons to be judged are the living and 
the dead. See a quotation made from Whitby, rela- 
tive to this on John v. 28,29. McKnight says, ‘The 
| living and the dead therefore are the Jews and the 
Gentiles.” The period when Christ was to judge the 
| quick and the dead was near, for Peter says, verse 7, 


| another, had no idea of their judgments involving the | | “But the end of all things is at hand: be ye therefore 


sober, and watch unto prayer.” Whitby, McKnight, 
| and indeed every critic and commentator, I have ever 


| judgment to them in his exhortation, verse 10, against | | consulted agree, that the period called the end of all 


things, and at which Christ was to judge the quick 


‘and the dead, was the end of the Jewish dispensation. 


To save room | forbear quotations from them in proof; 
and proceed to notice the following things, as evidence, 
that Paul and Peter both spake of the same time, aud 
the same judgment. Paul then says, ‘“‘for we shall all 
stand before the judgment seat of Christ..””. When ?— 
At the time mentioned, verse 12, ‘so then every one 
of us shall give an account of himself toGod.”” That 
he referred to the same day of judgment that Peter did, 
is to me pretty certain from the following topics of 
proof, which I shall only state, without much enlarge- 
ment upon them, as some of them will be taken up at. 
some length. in considering 2 Cor. v. 10. Ist. Sucha 
day of jadgment, at the end of the Jewish dispensa- 
tion, was clearly foretold to take place during that 
| eneration. 2d. Such a day of judgment was looked 
‘for, and earestly expected by ail true christians, dug- 
‘ing that generation. 3d. That a day of general judg- 


from conscience towards God. See verses 4,5,6. They ment at the end of this world, and which is to issue in 
ought not therefore to judge or condemn one another. | {he endless misery of the wicked, remains to be prov- 


Christ was their only Lord and Master, and at his’ 
judgment seat they were to stand, and then every 
man should have praise of God, 1 Cor. iv. 5. 

It will likely then be asked, **What judgment did 
the aposile refer to, if not to a judgment to take place 
at the end of this world? Supposing I should say,—1 
cannot tell, is it a fair inference to conclude, that the 
common opinion is correet? We should think not, for 
those who assert this are bound to prove it, not by as- 
sertions, not by leaping at their conclusions, but hy 
evidence drawn from the text, context, and other 
parts of scripture. Ifa man asseris, that there is such 
a place as purgatory, it would be difficult for me to 
prove that there is not, for no man can easily prove a 
negative. Nor,-have | any thing to do with the proof 
in such a case, for the proof belongs to the man who 
makes such assertions. Should a man show me an 
anima! I had never seen, nor any naturalist ever de- 
scribed, would it follow, because I could not tell him 
what-animal it was, that the creature must be a sala- 
mander? So in the case before us; allowing | cannot 
tell what judgment the apostle meant, yet it does not 
follow, that the judgment must be a general judgment 
of all mankind at the end of time. . The circumstan- 
ces already noticed, from the text, its context, and 
from Isaiah, whenee the. apostle quotes, rather go to 
prove-that itis not. But | think ! can shew, that the 





{or judging one another, ‘But why dost thou judge thy 





judgment of which the spostie speaks, refers to a dif- 


ed, and | think never can be proved from these passa- 
ges. 4th. The word which Paul uses Rom. xiv. 12, 
and Pefer iv. 5, and rendeted account in both places, 
is logos. It is also the very same. word which is ren- 
dered account, Mat. xii. 36. ‘But 1 say unto you, 
that every idle word that men shall speak, they shall 
give account thereof in the day of judgme:t.” In my 
answer to Mr. Sabine, | think it has been shown, that. 
“the day of judgment” in this and other texts, did not 
refer to a day of judgment at the end of time, but to the 
day of God’s judgments on the Jewish nation, 5tb. 
At this period, both christians and their teachers over 
them in the Lord, were to give account. According)y 
Paul writing to the Hebrews (and who told them, ch. 
x. 25, that they saw this day approaching) thus ex- 
horts them, chap. xiii. 17, ‘obey them that have the 
rule over you, and submit yourselves: for they watch, 
for your souls (persons) as they that must give an ac¢- 
count (logos); that they may do it with jov, and not 
with grief; for that is unprofitable for you.”” How 
unprofilable for them pray? It was only they that en- 
dured to the end, that were to be saved, Mat. xxiv. 
13. Our Lord also told his disciples, *‘It is projfitablo 
for thee that one of thy members should perish, and 
not that thy whole body should be cast into hell,” 
Mat. v. 28,29. See also Mark ix. 43-49. Yeahe 
said to them, Mark viii. 36, 37, ‘*For what shall it 





profit a man,if be shall gain the whole world & lose his 
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own soul? (Peuke) life, or, what shall a mao give in 
exchange for his (Psuke) life or soul?” The safety of 
his disciples depended on their constant obedience and 
watchfulness. And blessed was that servant, whom 
the Lord had made ruler over his household to give 
them meat ig due season, who was found doing so 
when he came. See Mat. xxiv. 45,46. If this view 
be correct, it is fatal to the arrogant claims of some 
clergymen, who pretend to have the care of people's 
souls, but whose waiching, is more about the account 
of their salary, than any account they expect to render 
to God. 

6th. The scriptures no where that I can find, speak 
of Christ's citting on a judgment seal at the end of this 
world, to judge either righteous or wicked. The term 
which is here rendered judgment seal is Bematos. lhe 
following are all the places where it is used in the 
New Testament. Acts vii.5. Mat. xxvii. 19. John 
xix. 13. Acts xii. 21, and xviii. 12, 16, 17, and xxv. 
6. x. 17. Rom, xiv.‘10, and 2 Cor. v. 10. Let any 
one consult these texts, and he will see, that the two 
last, are the only passages where it could even be sup- 
p sed, that a reference was made to Christ’s sitting on 
a judgment seat to judge mankind. The first is, the 
passage we are now considering: The last we shal] 
pay attention to principally, being the one more parti- 
cularly assigned us for consideration. On the word 
Bematos, in both places rendered judgment seat,—Park- 
hurst says, it means, “ta judgment seat, a tribunal, a 
throne, a raised or elevated seat for a judge or king.” 
In antient times, the judgment seat and throne were 
the same, being both the place of honor and of judg- 
ment. But where in any of these texts does any sac- 
red writer say, that Christ either in a literal or figura- 
tive sense, is to set on a Bematos, or judgment seat, at 
the end of time, to judge all mankind, and from which 
he is to sentence’a single individual of them to endless 
or limited punishment? We think it has been shewn, 
that it cannot be even inferred from this passage, and 
we hope to shew that it is not taught in 2 Cor. v. 10. 
Indeed if my remarks on this text are correct, it is al- 
most useless to spend time in considering the other, for 
all will allow, that the language and sentiments are for 
substance the same. Notwithstanding this we shall 
give it all due attention as it will be found to confirm 
the views we have been stating. ‘This I shall how- 
ever defer for one more communication. I am yours, 
&c. ! W. BAcrour, 
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FOR THE UNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE, 


“IT WONT DO TO CARRY IT TOO FAR.” 


On a certain time, a person of the Calvinistic Baptist | 


faith, applied to a preacher of the same order, for di- 
rections for the selection of a Catechism, for the use of 
the First Class ina Sunday School. At the interview, 
the following Dialogue took place. 

‘Teacher. Br. » we are in want ofa Catechism, 
more copious than Watts’ or Baldwin’s, will you re- 
commend one? 

Minister. | should recommend the Assembly’s Cat- 
echism ; it is an ‘excellent work. 

7’. Then Sir, you must recommend some one else to 
teach it; for.it contains what I do not believe. And |] 
cannot conscientiously teach that, which I do not be- 
lieve myself. 

M. ‘To what parts of this work do you object? 

T. Sir, you and I believe sin to be an infinite evil, 
and the final consequence of it, if unrepented of, end- 
less misery. The Assembly’s Catechism declares that 
God has foreordai:ed whatsoever comes to pass: That 
he, by this foreordination, “thas elected a certain num- 
ber of lost souls to eternal life in Christ Jesus.” Now 
Sir, can any be saved but those thus elected? 

M. Certainly not; but, what then? 

T. Why is it not certain then, that the damnation 
of the reprobate, is’ as fully correspondent with the 








eternal purpose, will and pleasure of God, as the sal- 


vation of the elect. 


4. Why this would seem to be the fact; but what 
inference would you draw from this ? 

T. Why Sir, the Assembly’s Catechism further de- 
clares, that God so operates in his providence, as to 
execute all his purposes and decrees. Now, Sir, take 
all these declarations in connection, and what is their 
plain import? God foreordained the everlasting mise- 
ry of a part of the human race, and the salvation of the 
other part. As the means of the loss of one part, and, 
that the other part might have something to be saved 
from, he foreordained sin. It then follows, that he so 
orders in his providence that all shall become sinners ; 
and further, that the elect shall and that the non-elect, 
or rather reprobates cannot or will not, for in this case, 
they are the same, repeut, believe and. be saved.— 
Now, if all this be true it appears to me, that God is 
the author of sin, aninfinite evil, and that of course, 
the sin of all men, the salvation of some, and the dam- 
vation of others, are to all intents and purposes the un- 
conditional act of God, by him foreordained, planned, 
and providentially accomplished, Now Sir, will you 
candidly inform me, am I, or am I not correct in my 
conclusions? For such are my views of the doctrine 
of the Assembly’s Catechism. Doctrines, which | 
think dishonorary to the Vivine character, and repug- 
nant to every feeling of humanity. Doctrines, which 
1 cannot think of teaching to otbers, for I do not be- 
lieve them myself. 

M. Ah, Br. » It won’t do to carry it too far.- 
When we get to these points, it is best, not to say much 
about them. ' 

The teacher departed, revolving these things in his 
mind. And examining his owh creed, he found, that 
though couched in different la.guage, its true essence 
was virtually the same. His determination was never 
to relinquish his labor of investigation, until he had 
found a system, that would bear examination in all-its 
parts—of which, there would be noneed of saying, ‘*I! 
won't do to carry it too.far.”’? He kept his resolution, 
and of course, became a Universalist. Amicus. 











CONSOLATIONS of UNIVERSAL RESTORATION. 


Serene was the evening, low murmur’d the breeze, 
That odourous swept through the beautiful sky, 
And whispering soft, midst the shadowing trees 
it wafted affliction’s disconsolate sigh. 


*T wasa matron that stretch’d "neath a cypress’s shade, 
Gave vent to the moanings of darksome despair, 

The moon faintly beaming her figure display’, 

And tresses all white that hung careless in air. 


The tear scarcely gleam’d on her sorrow-worn cheek, 
Nor eased the distress of a mother undone ; 


| With sighs of affection half smother’d and weak, 


She mourn’d o’er the grave of a profligate son. 


Her age’s last comfort,,her soul’s dearer part, 
Once genius and virtue seem’d stamp’d on his form, 


But the rose that had twin’d "round her rapturous 
heart; 


Was nipp’d by the tempest and crush’d by the storm. 


Vice struck the fair blossom that open’d to view, 

And passion’s rude blast snatch’d the fragrant perfume, 
Ere penitent tears could his bosom bedew, 

The breast just relenting was chill’d by the tomb. 


Theparent’s weak heart-striungs grew cold with despair, 
She scarce raised her eyes to her Father in heaven, 
But clos*d' them too quick! y—-no comfort was there — 
No cherub appear’d who might whisper—‘‘Forgiv'n.” 


And now on the moss of his evergreen bed, 

She clasps the cold dust, atill belov’d, in her arms, 
Scarce dares she to raise ber disconsolate head, 
For mercy divine seems despoil’d of her charms. 


| 72. He was a soldier in Col. Prescott’s regiment, at. 
‘the battle of Bunker Hill. 





And must he to, vice be forever a slave, 

Who lately with artless simplicity smil’d? 
Will light never dawn on the desolate grave? 
And is Heav’ns best image forerer defil’d? 


No: beams of felicity burst thro’ the gloom, 
And fall on her feeble and tear-streaming eyes, 
They gild with a rainbow of glory the tomb, 
And point to the mansions of joy in the skies. 


Smiles cover her face, and the low bending grove 
Rejoices in gales of diviner perfume, 

For zephyr, soft breathing f mercy andlove, ---- - 
Opes the roses that grow on the verge of the tomb. 


““O joy !” she exclaims, and her tear-streaming eyes 
In rapturous transport exultingly roll, z 
“What visions of glory descend from the skies, . . 
What hopes of futurity crowd on my soul! 


‘sMy son! I shall clasp thee again to my heart, 

And purified meet thee in regions above, 

Where sorrow and sin shall forever depart, “ 
And all be felicity, virtae and love! 


‘Can the passions, the frailties, the vices of man 
Change him that spake planets and systems to day? 
God’s arm shal! perform its beneficent plan, 

While mortals shall vanish and nature decay. 


‘J see burst asunder the gates of the grave, “ 
Hell hears, and his mandate submissive obeys; . ’ 
There banners of virtue eternal shall wave, 

Whilst worlds stand enraptur’d in wonder and praise. 


‘*TPhen rise my fond heart, leave the dust of the sod, 
To ages of glory triumphantly soar, 

When genius shall rise to its Father and God, 

Aad pure be rekindled to set never more.” 


Monthly Repository, rol. rit. T. N. T. 
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To Readers and Correspendente, 


The Communication signed Levi Ben Israrr., is 
thought to evince rather too bitter a spirit for insertion. | 
As to our correspondents’ practice of subscribing their 
communications with the initials of their proper names, 
though it may occasion some inconvenience to * the 
‘ sensitive powers’ of their motesty,” yet it seems more 
ingenuous than the practice of dating a piece at Salem / 
which was written in Boston. 


ED > So. 
DEDICATION, 


The new Meeting-House in Calais, Vt. was Dedi-’ 
cated asa place of worship, on the second Sabbath in f 
November last. Sermon by Robert Bartlett—Text, 
Jobn iv, 23, ** Bul the hour cometh, and now is, when 
the true worshippers shall worship the Father in sport 
and in truth; for the Father seeketh such to worship 
him.” May the Lord ever bless aud prosper the pro- 
prietors of this house.—Christ. Repository. 
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MARRIED IN THIS CITY, 
By Rev. P. Dean,: Mr. Joseph Warren, jr. to Miss — 


Eunice Hale, all of this city. 


_In Cambridgeport, by Rev. T. Whittemore, Mr. Wil- 
liam Roby to Miss Mary Gould Tirrell. 

In Swanzey, Mss. on Thursday evening last, by Rev. 
Mr. ‘Taylor, Mr. Jovathaa K. Brown to Miss Sally Ma- . 
son, daughter of Mr Benajah Mason. 





DIED IN THIs CITY, 


Miss Cynthia, eldest daughter of Dr. Richard B. + 
Smith, aged 23 years, , 


In Andover, Mes, 22d inst. Mr. Joseph Dane, aged , 
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